First, that the Patent of 1636 (the first which covered the Manor) was void on account of the-fraudulent misrepresentation it contained and on which it was founded, and was not made valid by the subsequent Patents which recited it, and were, in that respect, avowedly designed as Patents of Confirmation only; and Secondly, That the effect of the possession of the claimants under it and of the statutes of limitation in barring the rights of the State was a question of greater difficulty, in regard to -which I must not be understood as encouraging them with a prospect of a favorable result. A suit to try titles was brought by Thomas Addis Emmett as Attorney General on behalf of the State, but before it could be brought to trial, he was displaced from office by a political change, and succeeded by Abraham Van Vechten. The Committee not believing that they could be properly prepared at the first Circuit for which the cause was noticed for trial, in which opinion their counsel, including Mr. Enimett, (whom, they had retained after his removal) concurred, and assuming that their wishes for a postponement until the next Circuit would, under the circumstances, be respected, took no preparatory steps. These views and wishes were communicated to Mr. Van Vechten, on his arrival at Hudson, who declined to comply with them, and decided to proceed in the trial. The Committee protested against this decision, and refused to take any part in the investigation. The trial, virtually an eos-pavte proceeding, resulted in a verdict for the defendants. JNo farther steps were taken whilst I was. at the Bar, but the matter was, as is well known, subsequently revived and bitterly contested.
Whilst the proceedings first referred to were going on, I was called upon by Gen. Jacob R. Van Eensselaer, accompanied by Mr. Williams, and informed that a report was in circulation on the Manor, that he had said on the floor of the House of Assembly, in a debate on a petition of the tenants, "that"the tenants were not fit to govern themselves, and deserved to have a Master"—that this report was doing him great injury in the matter of his reelection, and that, as I could not believe that he had said so, he wished me to authorize the Newspaper to contradict the report in my name as the most effectual way of putting it down. I asked him whether he had any suspicion that the report had been in any degree countenanced by me. He replied,—" not the slightest "—that he had fully satisfied himself upon that point. I then told him that he had.done me but justice in that regard, that I had never heard of the report before, and had no hesitation in saying to him and to Mr. Williams that I believed him to be a man of too much good sense to make such a remark, and this I thought would be Tenants, I gave the main opinion in writing in which I held,
